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Britain. 5 More recently, Guy Ortolano chronicled the relative brevity of "the meritocratic moment" after the Second World War due to complex tensions between intellectual elitism and social egalitarianism. 6 Peter Mandler demonstrated the vulnerability of the concept in part because parents wanted an excellent education for everyone, not just gifted exam takers. 7 Yet, the notion of meritocracy, variously defined, persisted in the nation's discourse as a celebration and a debate about that celebration. 8 Hoggart was not the only scholarship boy to spend considerable time in the United
States. In the late 1950s and early 1960s a number of such upwardly mobile meritocrats travelled to America sponsored by British and American foundations. Their experiences in the United States provides a narrative that qualifies and complicates the discourse surrounding meritocracy in mid-twentieth century Britain. First, Americans regarded these figures in a manner that helped alter their view of themselves. Distinctions that mattered in Britain became less significant in America, though scholarship boys remained shrewd enough to penetrate the veneer of a superficial egalitarianism. As Hoggart discovered in New York, national identity became a marker that sidelined residual anxieties about social hierarchy. Second, American prosperity affected the bias against consumerism shared by many intellectuals during the midtwentieth century. Academics were "professionals," a category defined by Harold Perkin, himself a scholarship boy, that differentiated itself from the business sector that pursued other goals. 9 America exposed scholarship boys to a meritocracy that assimilated consumerism without sacrificing professionalism and a commitment to social progress.
Though it mentions others, this essay will focus on six scholarship boys: the sociologist A. H. Halsey, the newspaper editor Harold Evans, the historian J.F.C. Harrison, the philosopher, politician and broadcaster Bryan Magee, the author and literary critic Malcolm Bradbury, and 4 Richard Hoggart himself. Despite the diversity of their interests, these figures shared much in common. First, they were born between 1918 and 1932, a demographic cohort that benefitted from the 1902 Education Act but missed the reforms of the Education Act of 1944. 10 For most of these men, the Second World War loomed large. Second, each of these individuals identified with humanistic rather than materialistic values. Though well-acquainted with financial deprivation, they distrusted those who pursued acquisitiveness for its own sake. Third, they considered themselves to be politically progressive. Though some scholarship boys such as Kingsley Amis turned to the Right in the 1960s, these six remained on the Left, though the radicalism of the late 1960s and 1970s challenged their class affiliations and claims to professional detachment. Fourth, each of these males classified themselves in their writings as heterosexual, an identification that became increasingly important as gender developed into a category of political engagement.
Representatives of Britain in America: Travel Narrows the Mind
No systematic study exists on the social origins of scholarship boys. 11 The notorious complexities of the class system in Britain, regional variations that complicate perceptions of status, and the evolving construction of gender make even sophisticated typologies of class seem inadequate registers of historical reality. Differences among British educational institutions, funding, culture and tradition further complicate the notions of "scholarship" that often depended upon inconsistently administered examinations lacking in substantive uniformity. 12 Still, the memoirs and later recollections of scholarship boys born in the decade after the First World War reveal that most emerged from the lower middle classes and from the "respectable" elements of the working class. Both groups were acutely aware of the subtle distinctions that separated them 5 from their neighbors. The working classes have long attracted scholarly attention: only in the past forty years have the lower middle classes in Britain become the object of scrutiny. 13 Lacking both the revolutionary potential of the laborers "beneath" them and the status of their social "betters," the lower middle class found itself mocked for its social affectations. biz…the equally endless and conventional sexual chit-chat" that seemed to define them.
Although he claimed not to feel "superior or scornful" to the men of his social class, he remained at best in tension with key elements of their identity. 28 As they became more educated, scholarship boys transformed themselves. Like Hoggart, most shed the accents of their youth, a change they rarely commented upon except in passing. 29 Harrison noted how quickly he assimilated the manners, style, and language of Cambridge, including clothes "that were to please my mother and impress people at home." 30 In one of his remarkably detailed memoirs, Magee chronicled how he assimilated a different ethical code as he climbed the social ladder. At Christ's Hospital, he learned how to tell the truth, keep his word, never cheat, and behave decently. When he returned to Hoxton, he quickly became an 9 object of ridicule. "'Blimey, 'ark at 'im! Don' e talk posh!'…Everything I said sounded like something out of a comic, and they said so; housemasters, rugger, Latin, chapel, the incredible uniform." 31 The assimilation of upper-class mores was never complete: meritocrats sought not to embarrass themselves in new surroundings while retaining allegiance to their original identity, especially in politics. Hoggart's portrait embodied an important truth: scholarship boys remained between "two worlds" and, as Lucky Jim amusingly demonstrated, a once unfashionable class affiliation could both puncture upper-class pomposity and be exposed as disconcertingly gauche. 32 Americans would prove far less adept at detecting the transgressions of an acquired identity.
Foundations afforded scholarship boys the opportunity to travel within the United States.
The Harkness family sponsored one of the oldest of these programs, creating the Commonwealth Fund in 1918 that allowed promising British students to study in the United States. 33 Harold
Evans won such a fellowship, as did Bryan Magee who discovered that the pound's diminishing value limited the money he could spend. 34 Yet, as Chesterton famously declared, travel narrows the mind. Scholarship boys interpreted their American experiences from within their own backgrounds and subjectivities.
Like any travellers, they noticed obvious social and cultural differences that helped define their own social identities. Hoggart, for example, found American college women especially "especially disconcerting." Deploying the autobiographical sociology that made Uses of Literacy so distinctive, he charted in detail how these female undergraduates differed from those he knew at home. They were not "prim or coy but in some respects were almost boyish and asexual in appearance and manner." 39 They chewed gum and travelled in pairs like nuns. These innocent young women conformed to unchallenged political norms and remained "caught up in the American dream and its rightness….Few flashes of self-doubt had yet crossed faces such as those." 40 Yet, like his other students, they were remarkably open and friendly. Invoking Henry James, Hoggart observed that when confronted by new experiences American girls "tend to have exclamation-marks between their eyebrows." 41 In Britain the working and lower-middle-class origins of scholarship boys marked them no matter how well they mastered the accents, manners, and prejudices of the elites they joined.
Oblivious to these social distinctions, Americans simply regarded them as English and, especially among the Anglophile upper middle classes, treated them with special respect and deference. Harrison enjoyed the status that his nationality conveyed. "The British accent was still sufficiently novel to attract attention and at times we exploited it shamelessly." 42 Marcus
Cunliffe noted how an English accent served him well, especially among Ivy-League anglophiles. 43 Malcolm Bradbury was amused that Americans hired English secretaries to bolster the prestige of their institutions. 44 To scholarship boys accustomed at home to an equivocal social status, Americans affirmed their legitimacy as members of the British elite.
Yet, scholarship boys recoiled from the "professional Englishmen" they frequently argued, could not be sustained after the precipitous decline of empire. 47 Scholarship boys frequently commented upon the nature of class and social hierarchy in American life. Halsey wrote that "America was liberating for Englishmen of my age and class because it released discourse from the trammels of status and freed people from the aristocratic embrace." 48 Harrison discovered a country where "The Label" did not matter. 49 Magee declared that "the absence of class-consciousness is the greatest cleavage in social outlook that exists between Englishmen and Americans." 50 Hoggart was astonished by the American lack of social restraint: "they fetched cans of beer openly, cooked steaks in their backyard, called out to one another across the vestigial boundaries between houses, walked easily into each other's kitchens." 51 Yet scholarship boys remained alert to other forms of social differentiation. At an institution where the Union resembles King College Chapel and "Ye Bookshop" looks like Anne Hathaway's cottage, the Anglophiles within the Department value him for gentlemanly restraint, though some on the faculty had hoped for an Angry Young Man. As he settles in, he feels "the robe of Englishness" as "little shivers of nationality, almost of patriotism" envelop him. Walker's "bland, uncreative British liberalism" becomes easily manipulated by academic politics when he refuses to sign a loyalty oath. Walker returns to England "most intact, wrapped in his prejudices, confirmed in his doubts, bundled up in his own self." 59 
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Malcolm Bradbury became a prominent figure in American Studies in Britain. Like Bryan Magee, he became attracted to America in part because it enriched intellectual pursuits sparked in his youth. In his essay, "How I Invented America" published in 1980, he provided a complex and detailed intellectual autobiography that charted his journey from a scholarship boy in the provinces to his successes as a writer and literary critic. Two aspects of America especially appealed to him. First, it reinforced his concern for "the internationality of writing" during a period when Americanization was not the product of a single country but described the deep structural forces of consumerism and egalitarianism that would shape the later twentieth century. 60 These forces eroded traditional English social and cultural hierarchies but also legitimated meritocrats like himself. Outsiders were becoming insiders and gradually assuming the mantle of authentic "Englishness." Second, America in the 1950s offered a culture of liberal humanism that invigorated the "moral seriousness" Bradbury acquired in his youth from writers such as E. M. Forster. American writers made literature "urgent, necessary, fundamental---a voice of complexity and stress." 61 Bradbury notes how these preoccupations would disappear in the late 1960s and 1970s, a period when his own fiction reflected the awkward quarrel between liberal humanists and their radical detractors. 62 For scholarship boys America was both an escape from class and a curious re-assertion of it. After a decade of living in the United States, Harrison returned to Britain in part because "there was no great future for British history in the USA….The old Anglophilia of the Ivy League universities was no longer the potent force it had once been." 63 Hoggart said he loved America but that it only reinforced his view that his place was in England: "I am too immersed in, too much of, one culture." 64 Halsey returned to England at one-quarter the salary that he was historians. 75 The allegiance of scholarship boys to progressive politics undermined claims to objectivity, though even a partisan figure such as E. P. Thompson never relinquished his commitment to a rigorous empirical methodology. 76 However hopeful and even naïve, the quest 18 for impartiality clearly separated itself from the open pursuit of economic self-interest that classical liberalism and the business sector endorsed as socially beneficial. Scholarship boys saw their research as serving interests beyond themselves. The private satisfaction, occupational honors, job security, and economic support that they received for such work remained secondary considerations, at least not in private. 77 For academic humanists and social scientists, especially in Britain, it was bad form to dwell upon the economic and cultural perquisites of their professionalism.
Scholarship boys who rose in the public sector also eschewed the consumerism that capitalism promoted. As Victoria de Grazia recently detailed, this left-wing predisposition to austerity evolved from complex traditions not always consistent or coherent and often difficult to trace. 78 
